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Current Topics. 


The New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
THERE HAS probably never been such a continuous stream 
draftsmen of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations treat us to week by week, for it is rarely that a 
week passes without some addition to the output. The 
new regulations which we print this week are short, but they 
are concerned with important matters—the determination of 
the price to be paid for goods requisitioned by the Admiralty 
or Army Council or Minister of Munitions; the power of the 
Food Controller to obtain information as to shortage of food ; 
and the power of the Board of Agriculture to procure the 
destruction of game birds where this is required to prevent 
injury to crops. Simultaneously with this output of regula- 
tions, there goes on the multiplication and extension of Govern- 
ment Departments; to some extent no doubt necessary, and 
the Food Controller, in particular, so long as the country is in 
a state of siege must be free from captious criticism. But 
opposed as we have always been to the extension of bureau- 
cracy, we may suggest a doubt whether, even in present cir- 
cumstances, this somewhat crude rush into Socialism really 


makes for efficiency. 


of law-making as the 


The Admission of Women as Solicitors. 

Tue Solicitors (Qualification of Women) Bill, for which 
Lord Buckmaster is responsible, was discussed in the House 
Monday, and the second reading was carried 
We have expressed the view that the pre- 
sent time is not suitable for the measure; but apparently 
the sense of the House was in its favour, and the Lord Chan- 
cellor intimated that the Government proposed to leave the 
question entirely to the judgment of the House. He himself 
was opposed to the Bill and regarded the proposal as a step 
in the wrong direction, and his view was strongly supported 
On the other hand, the measure was sup- 
Dealing with the 


of Lords on 
without a division. 


porte -d by Lord Sumner and Lord Loresurn. 


| objection that the Bill proposed to throw open only one branch 


profession, Lord Buckmaster pointed out that this 
was because admission to the Bar depended not on statute, 
but on the powers of the Benchers of the Inns of Court, Lord 
Sumyer thought the real difficulty would arise when women 
found that their entrance into the profession would 
20 
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mean for.them little but drudgery and hard work. That very 
possibly will be the case, and in practice it may be that, while 
the admission of women will satisfy the yearning of somé 
among them for equality in this respect with men, it will at the 
ame time disabuse them of the expectations of any rich 
reward. 
at a time like the present, simply on the ground that women 
have deserved well of the country; and though we are dis 
inclined to prophesy, we suppose that in the House of Com 
mons the Bill will be a private member’s Bill, and to such 
Bills we understand the way is now closed 
Barristers as Military Representatives. 

LAWYERS ARE not popular at present with a certain section 
of the Press and of politicians, but when an exceptional] 
difficult task has to be got over, one generally finds that a 
lawyer has to be called in to perform it An 
be found in the decision to fill up vacancies in the office of 
Tribunal Military Representative from the ranks of the Bar 
Fifteen of these vacancies at present exist, and the Attorney 
General has called for applicants from the Bar to accept these 
appointments It is unfortunate, we think, that this course 
adopted long ago Hitherto these important posts 
a rule, either to elderly officers unfit for 
more active service or to younger men who have done useful 
work in the organization of recruiting, though no doubt in 
some cases very competent solicitors have held the office. But 
the Military Service Acts with their Regulations, Instructions, 
and Decisions, can scarcely be understood or interpreted satis- 
factorify by men who have had no legal training. This is 
the real secret. of many so-called high-handed “‘ illegalities ’’ 
of military representatives criticized in certain quarters of 
the Pre They 
insufficient ex 
statutory c 
hould 


instance may 


was not 


have been given, as 


are the result, not of wrong intention, but of 
peri nce the of 
The appointment of properly qualified bar- 
rid of many difficultie 


in construction confused 
ises. 
rister vet 


Bill, 
Amendment 


The New Courts (Emergency Powers) 

THE Courts (Emergency Powers) Bill 
deals with four classes of Clause 1 carries somewhat 
further than section 1 of the Act of 1914 the interference with 
pre-war contracts. That Act, indeed, did not interfere with 
the contract as such, or with obtaining a judgment on it; 
the interference was only with the enforcement of the judg 
ment A direct interference with contracts was introduced 
by the Defence of the Realm (Amendment), No. 2. Act. 1915. 
section 1 (2) of which allowed the party liable to plead the 
of with Defence requirement 
as a defence to an action for non-performance of his con 
tract. The present Bill takes a further step. It recognises 
that, apart from the requirements of Army and other 
authorities under the Defence of the Realm Acts and Regula 
tions, difficulty in fulfilling contracts may arise from shortage 
of materials or labour due to the war, and it provides that in 
such a case, if the contract cannot be enforced without serious 
hardship, ‘‘ the Court may, after considering all the circum 
stances of the case, and the position of all the parties to the 
contract, and any offer which may have been made bv any party 
for a variation of the contract. suspend or annul the contract 
(if any) the Court’ may think fit 
Clause 2 extends the provision of the Defence of the Realm 
(Amendment), No. 2, Act, 1915, to which we have just 
referred. That is confined to interference with performance 
of a contract due to the requirements of the Admiralty or the 
Army Council under the Defence of the Realm Acts and 
Regulations. It to extend it to inter 
ference due to the requirements of any Government Depart- 
ment , 


NEW 


cases 


necessity complying any 


on such conditions 


is now proposed 


The Increase of Rent, &c., Act and Long Leases. 


CLAUSE 3 of the new Emergency Powers Bill deals with a 
practical difficulty which arose under the Increase of Rent 


| 


&e., Act, 1915. Section 1 (1) of that Act forbids the raising 
of rent above the pre-war standard rent in the case of houses 
within the Act, and subsection (2) also prohibits the taking 
of a fine or premium in addition to rent. The inconvenience 


| of this in the case of long leases was shewn by the Marqu 


But the measure is not one to be passed in-a hurry | 


Bute’s Case (60 Soricrtors’ Journat, p. 528), where 
restrictions were found to interfere with the granting of 


| leases to tenants for a small ground rent, but subject to } 


| ment of a premium; in effect a sale for a long term. <A: 


rd 


| ingly, by the Courts (Emergency Powers), No. 2, Act, 1916, 


lease for 21 years or upwards in consideration of a 





;, 2, the restriction was partially removed, and power was « 
ferred on the county court to authorize the grant of a n 
; fi 
premium or other like sum in addition to rent, provided the 
court was satisfied that the terms of the tenancy were o1 
whole not less favourable to the tenant than the terms on w!| 
the house was previously let. We presume that in practice th 
application to the county court has proved troublesome 
unnecessary, and the present Bill proposes to exclude alto 
gether from section 1 (2) of the principal Act a lease of 
dwelling-house for a term of not less than 21 years. The 
remaining clause of the Bill—clause 4—gives to member 
of the House of Commons relief from disqualification by 
reason of their being interested (a) in contracts prior to 2! 
February, 1917, for the supply of property to a Governm 
Department for war purposes ; and (b), in a contract after t 
date as to the price of requisitioned property. 
The Name of a New Article not a Registrable 
Trade-mark. 

A Firm of manufacturing confectioners put on the market a 
new sweet which they called ‘‘Chocaroons.’”’ ‘‘ Chocolat 
Macaroons’’ is the name of a well-known sweet. ** Choca 
roons’’ are of the same character as ‘‘ Chocolate Macaroons,”’ 
but differ from them in appearance and taste. The firm 
applied to register ‘‘Chocaroons’’ as a trade-mark. This 
was opposed by two well-known manufacturers, who, in common 
with many others, made and sold ‘‘ Chocolate Macaroon 
on the grounds that the registration would cause embarrass 
ment in the confectionery trade, and that ‘‘ Chocaroons ’’ was 
not a trade-mark within the meaning of the Trade-Marks Act, 
1905. The Registrar of Trade-Marks overruled the opposi- 
tion, arid allowed the registration to proceed, and, on appeal 
to the Court, Eve, J., affirmed the Registrar’s decision. Both 
the Registrar and the Judge held that ‘‘ Chocaroons ’’ was an 
invented word, and as such entitled to registration. The 
opponents then went to the Court of Appeal, and before that 
Court relied only on the contention that ‘‘ Chocaroons’’ was 
not a trade-mark within the definition in section 3 of the Act 
of 1905, because it was not used or intended to be used on the 
goods, for the purpose of indicating that they were the goods 
of the applicants for registration, but was used as the name 
of the goods. This contention prevailed, and the Court of 
Appeal overruled the decision below and refused registration 
In coming to this conclusion the Court of Appeal went upon 
the evidence as to the way in which the applicants had in fact 
used ‘‘Chocaroons,’’ and as to what was their object in 
inventing and using the word; but this evidence we do not 
propose to discuss. The case is interesting and valuable 
because it appears to affirm clearly the principle that where 
a person puts upon the market a new article (which, as here, 
anyone else is entitled to make and sell) under a new name, 
he cannot register that name as a trade-mark, and so prevent 
others who sell the article from using the name by which it is 


” 


known 


Hearings in Camera. 

Ir 1s impossible not to feel that the Divisional Court took 
a very grave step when it decided last week in R. v Gorerno 
of Lewes Prison, Ex parte Doyle (Times, 24th ult.), that in 
cases of trial by court martial the Court has an inherent 
power to disregard its own statutory rules of procedure id 
hear a case in camera when the public interests so, require 
The Scott v. Seott (1913, A. C. 445 


decision follows 
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celebrated ‘‘ Contempt of Court’’ case of four years ago, in 
holding that this inherent power does exist in every Court; 
but the hearing in camera there was that of a nullity suit in 
the Divorce Court, and not that of a criminal cause; still 
less a capital charge. In Exe parte Doyle (supra), the 
question at stake was the life and liberty of a British subject 
accused of the most serious of all criminal offences, namely, 
treason and_ rebellion. DoyLe was an Irish volunteer, 
arrested during the Dublin rising on 24th April of last year, 
tried and sentenced to death after a trial im camera by a 
court martial, and afterwards removed to England on com 
mutation of his sentence to one of penal servitude. A rule 
nisi for habeas corpus directed to the Governor of his English 
prison was granted by the King’s Bench in January, and 
the return was taken on 12th February before the usual court 
of three judges: they reserved the case for rehearing before a 
full court of seven. And at this re-hearing the Court ha 
refused to make the rule absolute on the ground of the in 
herent power above referred to. Now, trials by court martial! 
are governed by Rules of Procedure made by the Army 
Council as prescribed in the Army Act, 1881, and one of 
these rules, 119¢, provides that proceedings are to be held 
‘in open court,’’ although the rule also provides that. th: 
Court may be closed for deliberation amongst its members 
In the present case the court martial sat in secret, no member 
of the public being admitted, and the Divisional Court held 
that this was a breach of the rules of procedure just quoted. 
But they also considered that among a hostile population, 
where witnesses for the prosecution are sure to be regarded as 
traitors, it would be impossible to secure evidence if such trials 
took place in public; the administration of justice and the 
public safety. would be imperilled if no power existed to heat 
a case in camera. Courts martial, like the Divorce Court and 
Summary Jurisdiction Courts, are statutory courts, bound by 
statutory rules of procedure which prescribe hearing ‘‘ in open 
court’’ (except in certain special circumstances not heré¢ 





relevant) ; but, nevertheless, in the opinion of the full Court, 


the maxim salus reipublice supreme lev entitles them to over 
rule their statutory limitations when their main purpose, that 
of securing the administration of justice, would otherwise bi 
defeated. 


Martial Law tn Ireland. 

ANOTHER VERY interesting point which arose in La part: 
Doyle (supra) concerned the authority under which trial by 
court martials took place at all in Ireland last year. We need 
hardly say that at common law martial law is not law at all, 
and all acts done in pursuance of a court martial’s judgment 


a mode of trying civilians who are British subjects by court 
martial is provided by these Acts, and when the statutory 
conditions precedent are fulfilled such trials become regular, 
constitutional, and legally valid without any subsequent Act 
of Indemnity. Now it is a matter of some confusion 
whether or not the competent military authority for Ireland 
in April, 1916, namely, General Maxwett, when he pro- 
claimed martial law and set up courts martial to try alleged 
rebels, had in mind his powers under the above or not. 
Two Proclamations appear to have been issued at Dublin on 
26th April, 1916, one of which proclaimed martial law 

mpliciter, and the other of which purported to suspend the 
operation of section 1 of the Amending Act. It is not yet 
quite clear by whose authority these Proclamations were issued, 
and they were not published in the London Gazette. On 
these grounds the applicant’s counsel contended that the 
whole procedure was unconstitutional, and that all acts done 
in pursuance of the trial by court martial, including the order 
of commitment, which is the gaoler’s authority for holding 
his prisoner, were ab imitio invalid. The common sense 
view, however, is surely that (1) there was an ‘‘ emergency ”’ 
in Dublin, so that (2) the Executive had authority to sus- 
pend section 1 and conduct trials by court martial, and 
therefore (3) any defect in the procedure they adopted should 
not. be regarded as the breach of an imperative conditional 
precedent, or otherwise fatal as an irregularity. And this 
view the decision of the Court upholds. 


‘é 


Covenants Running with the Reversion. 
AN IMPORTANT decision upon the question of covenants by 
a tenant running with the reversion upon the tenancy has been 


decided by the Court of Appeal in Blane v. Francis (1917, 1 


K. B. 252), and the decision covers a point which was left open 
in the recent case of Wedd v. Vorter (1916, 2 K. B. 91, at 
p. 100). Apart from section 10 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
the running of the benefit of a covenant with the reversion 
depends on 32 Hen. 8, c. 34, s. 1; but it has been settled that 
this section—and also section 2, under which the burden of 


| a covenant runs applies only where the lease is under seal: 


can be the subject of civil or criminal proceedings in the | 


ordinary courts of the realm—but not until the civil disturb 
ance which occasions the resort to martial law has been sup 
pressed or removed: /xv parte Marais (1902, A. C. 115). The 
only justifications which at common law ‘can be pleaded in 
defence of any such acts are, first, that they were necessary, 
and no more than necessary, to restore the King’s peace, the 
strict burden of proving such necessity being on the defendant 
who justifies; or, secondly, that an Act of Indemnity within 
the terms of which the acts in question are included, has been 
passed by the Legislature. But the Defence of the Realm Act 
altered all this in 1914 ; courts martial were given power by the 
statute and the statutory regulations to try all persons for 
offences against these regulations. Lord Parmoor led a suc 
cessful protest in the House of Lords against this sweeping in- 
fringement of the liberty of the subject, and section 1 of th 


Defence of the Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, restored the | 


right of claiming trial before a civil court to all civilian British 
subjects (as distinguished from soldiers or aliens) accused of 
an offence against the safety of the realm. 


The Irish Emergency Preclamation. 

But suB-SECTION 7 of the same section reserved to the Execu 
live power to suspend the operation of the statute in times 
of military emergency arising out of the war. 


So that 





Buckworth v. Simpson (1 C. M. & R., p. 354, per Parkes, 
B.); Standen v. Christmas (10 Q. B. 135); and this was 
recognized by FarwELL, J., in Manchester Brewery Co. v. 
‘‘oombs (1901, 2 Ch., p. 614) Accordingly, if an assignee 
of the reversion wishes to establish a right to sue the tenant 
on the stipulations in a tenancy not under seal, he must enter 
into a new contract, express or implied, with the tenant that 
the holding shall continue on the terms of the original tenancy : 
Buckworth v. Simpson (supra). But if the terms of the 
original tenancy are, under the circumstances, excluded, this 
does not mean that the assignee is without any remedy. 
In such a case the tenant is under a common law obligation 
to use and cultivate the land in a husbandlike manner, accord- 
ing to the custom of the country, and to keep the buildings 
wind and watertight, and the assignee of the reversion can sue 
him for breaches of these obligations which occur after the 
assignment. That was the point decided in Wedd v. Porter 
(supra - 


The Effect of Conveyancing Act, !I88l, s. 10. 

EvEN THOUGH there is no lease under seal, so as to enable 
covenants to run with the reversion, it appears from the 
decision of FARW ELL, : in Vane he ster Bre weryf a. Vv Coombs 
(supra), that the omission may sometimes be cured by re- 
course to the doctrine of Walsh vy. Lonsdale (21 Ch. D. 9) ; 
that is, that if there is an agreement for a lease of which 
pecific performance would be granted, and if the question 
arises in a court which would have jurisdiction to grant 
specific performance, then the parties will be put in the same 
position as if a lease had been granted, and the statute 32 
Hen. 8, c. 34, will be held to apply. Whether this is correct 
or not, the doctrine is capricious and unsatisfactory, and it 
seems that it does not apply to the case of holding over after 
the determination of a tenancy, where there is no agreement 
except, after payment of rent, an implied agreement for a 
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yearly tenancy : Clayton Vv Lilingworth (10 Hare, 451). But 
an attempt has been made to meet the difficulty by recourse 
10 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. Under this 
section rent reserved by a and the benefit of the 
lessee’s covenants are annexed and incident to and go with the 
The exact relation of this enactment with 32 
34, 1s, perhaps, not very clear ; but 

words, to be intended to 


to section 
lease = 


reversion 
Hen. 8, « it would seem, 
from the subsequent avoid the 
tracing of the legal estate in the reversion, and to provide for 
the case of a severance of the land among several reversioners 

then it 
make 


If, however, the term ‘‘ lease’’ includes any tenancy, 
would override the restriction in the old statute and 
covenants run with the reversion, whether the tenancy is by 
deed or not In Blane v. Francis (supra) the Court of Appeal 
have rejected this construction, though it that it is 
sufficient if there is a lease in writing, therefore, as 
regards tenancies for three years and under, section 10 of the 


Act of [881 widens the former law 


seems 


and 


**Solicitors”’ in the United States. 

Ir 1s scarcely necessary to say the ‘ solicitor ’’ 
has a wider meaning than it had in the early part of the 
last century, and that it all persons authorized 
uits in the Chancery and King’s Bench Divisions 
: to have a peculiar meaning 
recent work by the Reverend 

Connaught to Chicago,’’ the 
ide of the Atlantic 


one 


that term 


now include 
to conduct 
But the word soli ippear 
in the United State In a 
Canon Hannay, with the title 
it while solicitors on this 
pectable 
actors 


itor 


writer ob erves th 


members of ciety and no 
used to be classed. 
him to read a notice upon an office door, 
Solicitors and beggars are forbidden to enter this building.’ 
He made inquiries as to what the solicitor 
this treatment, and that 
America, perhaps ill over America, me 


licits subseription 


are regarded as re 
would class the m, a 
it was a surprise to 


ae 


as vagabonds, 


had done to deserve 
that part of 

not a kind of 
either for some 
One would like to 
United States is 


1 
which 


found ‘ solicitor in 
int 
lawyer, but one who s¢ 
for hi and 
whether the Solicitor-General of 
satisfied by the 
some embarrassment as to the duties of his office 


charity or own ust benefit 
know 
wholly 


may cause 


the 


the use of! word in a sense 


Rectification of Disentailing Deeds. 


¢ of the Fines and 
umed that the 


ntailing 


after the passin 


to have 


For a great number of year 
Recoveries Act it appear 
Courts of Equity had n 
assurance It was believed, 
Act had precluded 
under the statute ar 
WILLIAMS expressed t] 

hold ’’ (p. 184) that the Act 
tion of the Courts of Equity in proy 
no disposition by a tenant in tail in equity, 


been as 


1833 
to rectifv a dis 
that section 17 of that 
rectifving assurances made 
the late Mr. Josuva 
in his ‘‘ Seisin of the Free 
y excludes the jurisdic 
that 
and no consent by 
tail nn 
such disposition or consent 
state tail at law, be an effectual di 
the Act in law The 
earned author laid it down that. as a consequence of this pro 
whether the estates be legal o1 equitable, the 
formalities required by the Act must be observed, and if they 
are not. observed. 
will any mistake or inadvertence be remedied in equity 


puri diction 
pparent vy, 
on ot 
1878 
view 
entire! 
iding by section 17 
a protector to a disposition of lands by a tenant in 
equity, shall be of any force, unless 
would, in the case of an « 


sition or consent unde 1 court of 


vision, and 
no intention to do so will be sufficient. nor 
If this was the prevailing view in the lega profession up to 
comparatively recent times, it no doubt explains the length of 
time before the Courts were approached to rectify a deed made 
under the Act. The Courts themselves have not given much 
encouragement to the opposite view. There are several dicta 
of learned judges which would tend to the view that the Act. 
has excluded the equitable jurisdiction of rectification 
altogether Until now there has been no reported case of the 
Court rectifying a disentailing deed tesettlements based on 


disentailing deeds have been rectified. but Asteury, J 





| as regards the deed of disentail itself. 


| of that deed 


appears to have been the first judge to rectify the disentailing 
deed itself. In the recent case of Meeking v. Meeking (1917, 
1 Ch. 77) his lordship held that section 47 of the Act did not 
preclude the Court from exercising its jurisdiction to rectify 
a slip in the disentailing deed which prevented the deed as 
executed from being the real deed of the parties. This is a 
step further than any previous case has gone. 

The section in question (section 47) enacts, in effect, that in 
cases of dispositions of lands under the.Act the jurisdiction of 
Courts of Equity shall be altogether excluded in regard to 
specific performance of contracts, and the supplying of defects 
in the execution either of the powers of disposition given to 
tenants in tail by the Act or of the powers thereby given to 
protectors of settlements, and in regard to giving effect. in any 
other manner to any act or deed by a tenant in tail or pro 
tector which in a court of law would not be an effectual d 
position or consent under the Act. The purpose of the Act 
was, of course, to do away with the highly objectionabl: 
methods of barring estates tail. Those methods are generally 
referred to as fines and recoveries. In point of fact there 
were numerous varieties, but all equally artificial, ludicrous 
and cumbersome. The Legislature swept all that away. A 
new process was substituted, namely, the execution of a deed 
to be enrolled. The Legislature perceived that the doctrines 
of the Courts of Equity and the practice of those courts might 
well render the new contrivance superfluous. For the Court 
of Equity treated things agreed to be done as actually done 
It might, therefore, have been open to these Courts, after the 
passing of the Act, to treat estates tail as actually barred 
merely because the tenants in tail had agreed to bar ther 
All kinds of complications would arise if the machinery ot 
the Act were not made by statute the only method of effectin: 
the barring of the entail. This clearly was the purpose of the 
Legi$lature in ruling out the jurisdiction of the Courts 
Equity 

Fifty years or so after the Act was passed it was point: 


| out by the Court of Appeal in the case of Hall-Dare v. Hall 


Dare (31 Ch. D. 251) that the section assumed that the da 
ment enrolled represented the intention of the parties when 


| they executed it and was the deed which they intended to 


execute. Although in that case the Court was not asked to 
rectify the disentailing deed, it was asked, and did in fact 
rectify the resettlement deed which was based on the disen- 
tailing deed. The views of the Court of Appeal were, taken 
literally, sufficient to open the door to the equitable jurisdiction 
of rectification, not only as regards the resettlement deed, but 
Yet the Courts were 
not inclined to take this view. Thus in Mills v. Fox (38 Ch 
D. 153), where certain property was by inadvertence included 
in the deéd of disentail, Strrtinc, J., expressed the view that 
section 47 precluded him from remedying defects in the form 
In a more recent case in Ireland—Re Oftley’s 
Estate (1910, 1 I. R. 1)—Wvytte, J., expressed the view that 
the judgments in the Court of Appeal in Hall-Dare v Hall 
Dare (supra) ought to be qualified, and that those judgments 
ought to be read in the light of the fact that the Court was 
not rectifying the disertailing deed itself. His lordship said 
‘‘ Reading those judgments apart from the particular fact 
the case, they would seem to decide that, notwithstanding 
section 47 of the Fines and Recoveries Act, the Court has 
power to rectify a disentailing deed so as to make it: conforn 
to the intention of the parties as in the case of any other deed 
In this Irish case rectification of the disentailing deed was 
refused, on the ground that the section prohibited it. 

In the recent case before Astaury, J.—Meehking v. Mees 
(supra)—the words “ in fee simple’’ were found to have beeu 
accidentally omitted in the habendum in the grant to the 
grantee to uses occurring in the enrolled disentailing deed 
which had been executed more than twenty years before the 
action was brought. The learned Judge, relying on the jug 
ments in the Court. of Appeal in Hall-Dare v. Hall-Dare, held 
that the equitable jurisdiction of the Court was not excluded 
by section 47 so as to prevent the Court from rectifying the 





March 3, 1917 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WE 


EKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 61.] 297 








disentailing deed. It is a striking thing that the misconcep- | 
tion as to the effect of the provisions of the section should have 
survived so long. There must have been many cases in which 
disentailing deeds have been found to be defective, in that they 
have not carried out the intention of the parties. There must 
have been many cases where the parties would willingly have 

sought rectification had they not been advised that the equitable 
jurisdiction was prec luded by the section 

It must not, of course, be assumed that the Court will now 
rectify every defective disentailing deed which through in 
advertence does not carry out the intention of the parties. In 
the first place, a clear case for rectification must be made out, 
and, in the second place, rectification will not be decreed 
against a bond-fide purchaser for value. 





The Military Service 


VI.—CerTIFICATES OF EXEMPTION (continued). 


Decisions of the Central Tribunal.—In our last 
articles we refrained from quoting. Instructions to Tribunals 
either by the Local Board the 
Army Council, the former constantly 
being varied, and the latter in addition, they ar 
private documents not available for public use Neither 
objection, however, applies to the decisions the 
Centra] Tribunal appointed under the Military Acts 
Cases only go before this Tribunal when leave is given by 
the Appeal “Tribunal ; such leave is only given in cases 
public importance; and the decisions of the Central Body 
although not in law precedents which fetter the discretion 
of the Local and Appeal Tribunals—are in fact followed by 
them These decisions are now, in cases deemed to be ot 
special importance by the Centra] Tribunal itself, printed and 
circulated for the guidance of tribunals, and up till now 79 
of their decisions have been so printed. We propose in future 
to quote Centra] Tribunal cases (which are indicated only by 
a number and date, not by a name) on matters of procedure 
As we have not in these articles quoted those decisions which 
deal with (A) jurisdiction and (B) grounds’of ex: mption, and 
as some of the are importance, 
propose to state the leading decisions on these points. 
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A. DECISIONS ON JURISDICTION OF TRIBUNALS. 


The Central Tribunal has had before it two cases in which 
Local or Appeal Tribunals had considered the question 
whether or not applicants were exempted altogether from the 
operation of the statute as being protected by one or other 
of the clauses in the First Schedule. The decision has been, 
as we suggested, that the Tribunals have no power to grant 
exemption in such cases, since the jurisdiction to do so is not 
conferred on them. The first of these cases was that 
man who claimed to have been “‘ rejected’’; the second that 
of a man who claimed that he was not ordinarily resident 
We quote both cases in full 
47.—Unattested man. Age Man 
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ing Serjeant saw that he was declined to send him 
doctor, and him a white certificate stating 
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as the man within the exceptions to the Act. The Military 
Representative appealed I ppeal Tribunal Upheld the decisi j 
of the Local Tribunal, and affirmed that they had no jurisdiction | 
in the matter. They gave the Military Re presentatiy e permission 
to appeal Central Tribunal Decided that they are not empowered | 
to grant exemption from military service on the ground that 
is within the exceptions mentioned in the Military Service 
1916, as they have no jurisdiction in the matter. 
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Books of the Week. 


County Court Practice, — The Annual County mart 
Practice, 1917. Edited by His Honour Judge Rugce, K.C. W 
Special Chapters on Employers’ Liability and Workmen’s Compe 
sation, by Gitpert Stone, b.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law ; On Costs 
ind Court Fees, by W. H. Warrevock, B.A., and Artavur L. Lows, 
M.A., Registrars of the Birmingham County Court ind = on 

dmiralty and Merchant Shipping, by H. H. SanpErson, Sol 
of Hull. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) : Stevens & Sons (Limited 

Police Law.--The Metropolitan Police Guide: Being a Com* 
pendium of the Law affecting the Metropolitan Police. By W. F. A 
\RCHIBALD, one of the Masters of the Supreme Courts, and J. H 
CGiREENHALGH, B.A., and James Ropers, M.A., LL.B., Barristers 
it-Law. 6th Edition. By James Roperts. Revised to 3ist 
August, 1915. Eyre & Spottiswoode. 13s. 6d. 

Registration of Firms—Registration of Business Names Act, 
1916. With Fees, Forms, and Notes Thereon. By RosBeRT CARTER 
Solicitor. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 1s. 6d. net. 

March, 1917. W. Green & Son (Limited) 


citor, 


Che Juridical Review. 





Correspondence. 


‘Copies of Documents.” 


l'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 
Sir, 1 was interested in reading the copy letter from Messrs 
iver Richards & Varker to the Secretary of the Law Society 
blished in your issue of the 24th inst 
came to the conclusion that the 
documents to the other side in conveyancing 
itters was ongly to be advocated with a view of saving time 
ind J adopted it in any office, with the that 
ngestion pying department has to that extent been 
nided, t the solicitors who re 
the copies. 
\ further 
nts in the 
tl rreatly 


Some years ago | practice 0! 


pplying Caroon iA 


resu't 


ay and great satistaction uiven to 


that the drafts 
exactly as to wor 


advantage of the practice is 
hands of both sides tally 
facilitating reference and revision 
extended and 


conditions 


lea may be become un 

present war 

AnTHUR BLACKMA) 

Old Broad-street, London, E.C., 
24th February 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
The course suggested by Messrs. Oliver Richards & l’arket 
pies should be forwarded to the other side of dralt 
conveyances, requisitions on title and all drafts sent for prov 
ne that should surely receive very careful consideration 

by the profession In practice the carbon cop) 

a very unsatisfactory reproduction of the origina and 
little | itself into illezil 


sir, 
that irbon 


1s 


indling soon smudges 
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Draft conveyances, requisitions on title and other drafts in convey- 
ancing matters are of more than transient interest, and form perma- 
nent records which often have to be consulted many years after the 
matter has been completed, often when everyone is dead who had 
anything to do with their preparati n 


Though we all probably have experienced and are experiencing | 


the very great difficulty, in the present abnormal circumstances, of 


the copying department keeping pace with its work, it seems to me | 


that in twenty years’ time when it becomes necessary for us to 


refer to our old draft conveyances or requisitions on title and handle | 


and try to decipher our faded and blurred copies on thin paper all 
crumpled and torn we shall very much regret that we were persuaded 
to resort to duplicated typewriting 

\ difficulty at once suggests itself with regard to requisitions on 
title. Is the original or carbon copy to be returned with the 
replies ¢ 

The course suggested will fall hardly upon the solicitor for the 


purchaser or the lessor, who will supply copies to the vendor's or | 


lessee’s solicitor free of charge and get no similar accommodation in 
return. 
Solicitors Remuneration Act. It seems possible that, if the sug- 
gestion of Messrs. Oliver Richards & Parker were adopted, the 
scales provided in that Act would cease to apply and the item system 
would have to be resorted to. At any rate the solicitor for the 
purchaser or lessor would be entitled to some compensation for the 
trouble he had saved the other side. A stationer does not supply 
carbon copies without remuneration  W. Baxter 
9, Laurence Pountney-hill, Cannon-street, E.C 





5 Per Cent. War Loan and Income Tax. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—-We observe a letter from Mr. H. B. Richardson on page 282 
of your issue of 24th February. Some littie time ago we wrote to 
the Commissioners for Inland Revenue asking them various ques 
tions as to the position of trustees who have holdings in the new 
War Loan, and we enclose copy of their reply of 25rd January. 
We then asked them whether we were to understand from their 
letter that in any case where the dividends are received by trustees 
and paid by them to the beneficiaries the trustees would have to 
deduct. income tax, and also asked whether their reply would be 
equally applicable to all cases where trustees receive income from 
which tax has not been duducted at the source—e.y., bank interest. 
We enclose copy of their reply of 5th February, and we think these 
two letters will sufficiently answer your correspondent’s inquiry. 

We may add that the “ statutory form " referred to in their lette1 
of 5th February is Form 8/2. Parnes & Co 

14, St. Helen’s-place, London, E.C., 

27th February. 
The following are copies of the letters referred to 


Inland Revenue, Somerset House, London, W.C. 
23rd January, 1917 
Gentlemen,—In reply to your letter of the 15th inst. in the above 
matter, I am directed by the Board of Inland Revenue to acquaint you 
that if the beneficiaries under a Trust are of full age and resident in the 
United Kingdom, the Trustees will not be responsible for payment of the 


This surely was not contemplated by the framers of the | 


income tax on the War Loan dividend in cases where that dividend is | 


paid direct to the beveficiaries under their mandate. They will, how 
ever, be responsible for making a return of the names and addresses of 
the beneficiaries and of the amounts paid to them. 

As regards your second question, no liability to United Kingdom 
Income Tax will arise in respect of dividends on War Loan held in trust 
for beneficiaries oriinarily resident out of this country. 

In the case of War Loan held on trust to pay a fixed annuity out of 
the dividends, the annuitant is not the beneficial owner, and the trustees 
will, therefore, be liable for the income tax on the annuity. 


Messrs. Paines & Co L. Browett 


Inland Revenue, Somerset House, London, W.C. 
5th February, 1917 
In reply to your letter of the 26th ultimo and previous corre 
spondence, I am directed by the Board of Inland Revenue to acquaint 
you that if trustees invest in inscribed or registered Stock of the new 5 
per cent. War Loan and transmit the dividends to the beneficiaries 
under the trust being of full age and resident in the United Kingdom 
and not under disability, such beneficiaries will be directly assessable to 
income tax in respect of the dividends at the rate of tax appropriate to 
their respective total incomes. The trustees as in the case of payment 
of the dividends direct to the beneficiaries will be required only to 
furnish a list in statutory form giving the names and addresses of the 
beneficiaries and the amount of dividends receivable by each. 
The position is the same with regard to any other trust income not 
taxed by deduction which belongs to beneficiaries as above described. 
A copy of the statutory form is enclosed for your information. 
Messrs, Paines, Blyth & Huxtable. P. U. Osmonp 


Sir 


CASES OF THE WEERK. 
Court of Appeal. 


THE KING ISLINGTON ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE. No. 
26.h February 

PRACTICE— MANDAMI APPEAL FROM ORDER GRANTING \CTION 

CIVIL, PROCEEDING COMMENCED OTHERWISE THAN BY WRIT IN MIANNER 

PRESCRIBED BY RULES of COURT tS.C. Orn. 58, rk. 15—JUDICATURE 

AcT, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66 s. 100 

| pi ui fo the (Court of 1 pp i? " order fe uj} it ppl 
cati crit of mandamu an appeal ina civil proceeding com 
menced ot wise t n by pan inner prescribed by Rules of Court, 
riz ; ( in iit . / e fherefore a appt r/ i alter 
being n wit/ ord. 9d, 15. and can be presented ft any fime 
with six weeks fro the aking of th rder 

Appeal by the assessment nmittee from a decision of the Divisional 


Court (Lord Reading, C.J., Ridley and Lord Coleridge, JJ.) (reported 
1917, W. N. 53 rdering the 
Islington Assessment Committee to restore the Agricultural Hall, [sling 
to enable an appeal to be made against the 
inder the Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 1869, s. 97, sub 
section (10). Upon the opening of the appeal the respondents took the 
preliminary objection that the appellants not having presented the 
appeal within fourteen days were out of time. 

Tue Court dismissed the objection 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the preliminary objection raised 
1 point which, to his astonishment, he found had never before been 
raised in the Court of Appeal. The question was, What was the true 
meaning and effect of ord. 58, r. 15, when the appeal was presented 


making absolute a rul st for a mandamus ¢ 


ton, to the provisional list, 


assessment 


against a decision of the Divisional Court granting an order for a writ 
of mandamus On the one side it was said that the time within which 
the appeal might be presented was fourteen days, on the other that 
a mu longer time was allowed. Ord. 58, r. 15, said that no appeal 


to the Court of Appe al from any order, whether final or interlo« utory, 


in anv matter not being an action, should be brought after the expira 
tion of fourteen days, and no other ippeal should be brought after 
the expiration of six weeks, unless the time was enlarged. Counsel for 
the respondents had contended in a most interesting argu ent, that 
it was an order made in a matter not being an action The definition 
of action was to be found in the Judicature Act 1873, s. 100 It 
vas as follows Action’ shall mean a civil proceedi ommenced 
by vrit. or in su h ther manner is may be pres ibed | Rule ) of 
Court, and shall not include riminal proceeding by the Crown 

The pl Rules of Court must extend also to the C1 n Office 
Rul s. At or time the proceedings in a mandamus stood 1 different 
footir from that on which they did now, and it was said thev were 
governed by an ancient procedure going back cénturies before there 
vere any Rules of Court, but at the present day the proceedings were 
subject to such rules Again, it was said a mandamus was not an 
action, but for the purpose of an appeal was it not a matter of the 
same nature is an action’ The inswer, his lordship thought, was t 

be found in the case of Ae Faws:tt (30 Ch. D. 231), where it was held 
that an originat summons was a proceeding commenced otherwise 
than by rt manner prescribed by a rule of court, and was there 


fore an action within the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 100, and ord. 71, 
r. 1, of R.S.C., 1883. [His lordship referred to Cotton, L.J.’s judgment 


therein. and pro eeded :] That decision was re ally conclusive of the 
present case It was quite true there were many differences between 
a mandamus and an action, and so there were between a proceeding 
by originating summons and an action commenced by writ; but never 
theless for the purposes of an appeal a proceeding commenced by 
originating summons was treated as an action. The objection must be 


dismissed 


WARRINGTON and Scrutton, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect. The appeal then proceeded.—Counsen, Hyde, K.C., and Tyrrell 
Pane; G. J. Talbot, K.C., and 8S. G. Turner. Soricirors, A. M 
Bramall ; Kingsford, Dorman, & Co 


[Reported by H. Laneronp Lawis, Barrister at-Law.] 


SPORTS AND GENERAL PRESS AGENCY (LIM.) v 
PUBLISHING CO. (LIM.) No. 2. 


PHOTOGRAPH—SOLF 


“OUR DOUS” 


13th February. 
Rieuyt to TAKE—CAUSsE OF 
INJUNCTION. 


AcTION—RervsaL OF 


The promoters of a dog show purported to assiqn the exclusive right 
of taking photograph s fo one F.,. who aseiqned his rights to take photo- 
graphs to the plaintiffs {¢ the show photographs were taken by a 
ph tographer who ld the right to produce them in the Prees to the 
defendants 

In an action claiming an injunction and an account, 

Held, that the exclusive right to take photographs did not exist at 
law as property, and although the promoters of the show could have 
stipulated that no one should he admitted unless he agreed not to 
take photographs, they had not done so, and therefore the plaintiffs 
had failed to make out any cause of actior 

Decision of Horridge, J., (1916, 2 KX. PB. 880) 


Appeal by the plaintiffs in an action tried before Horridge, J., 
out a jury 


ttirmed 


u ; with- 
rhe plaintiffs were a publishing company, and the defend- 
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by an express trust; and that as the trust estate was still in the pos 
session of the trustees who were administering it, no statute of limita 
tions applied. Counsel for the residuary legatee contended that the 
reservation by section 25 of the Statute of Limitations, 1833, in favour 
of express trusts was abolished by section 10 of the Real Property Limita 
tion Act, 1874, and that as by sections 1 and 42 of the Statute of Limi 
tations, 1833, the recovery of arrears of an annuity charged upon land 
was limited to the recovery of six years of such annuity, the same 
limitation ipplied to the personal estate 

NeviLLe, J., after stating the facts, said: Where an annuity is 
charged upon land and personal estate, whether secured by an express 
trust or not, all remedies, whether against the land or personal estate 
subject to the same limitations. The present case comes within 
principle of Sutton v. Sutton (1882, 22 Ch. D. 511), where it was 
) a mortgage that section 8 of the Real Property 
4, which re-enacts section 40 of the Real Property 
Limitation Act, 1833, limited the personal remedy on the covenant in 

teage as well as the remedy against the land to twelve years Phe 
decision of Aenry v. Smith (1842, 2 Dr. & War. 381), which is a case 
judgment debt under the old law, is in point. There it was held 
that under section 42 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833, the 
remedy was barred in six 
s yainst the personal estate The result is that only S1X 
nuitant is re verable 


are 
the 
held with regard t« 


i 


years, not only against the real estate, but 


years f the annuity before the death of the a 
from the testator’s trust estate Counse., 2. Beaumont (for John W 

B nont, serving in His Majesty's Forces); Ward Coldridge, K.C., 
and Jolly; Jenkins, K.C., and Sidney Lamb; Hiudyard SOLICITORS 
('/ bh. Rendell, d& Co.; Emmet d Son 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 


Probate, Divorce, and Admuralty 


Divisio 
ROE v. ROE. Shearman, J. 27th November. 
)IVORCE \VIARRIAGE IN ST. HELENA—PROOF OF MARRIAGE—QORDINANCES 
or ST. HELENA 
the Island of St. Helena, the 


0) nat or that land oma / eno in et ence 8 proofs t the 


fu oO ( ( ‘ / the laws of the 


This was the petition of Mrs. Julia Roe for a divorce from her hus 
band, Dr. Robert Lloyd Roe, a « iptain in the R.A.M.C., on the grounds 


ot his cruelty and adultery [he parties were married on 7th August, 
ly t St. Paul’s Cathedral, St. Helena The case was heard { 

l 1916 (see the Vimes, 6th May 1916, and 32 4 i me 
49 vhen the petitioner alleged desertion and adultery As the partie 

vere living apart under a deed, Shearman, J., found that there was no 
de rtion, but gave leave to the petitioner to add charges of crue ty 
ag st the respondent After evidence of cruelty had been giver 

rt sel for the petitione! vith regard to the prool f marriage in St 

H i rred he Ordina ft i—-Ord eN ; 

1 i | f By H I y 
the Governor of St. Helena, with the advice and consent of the Council 
an ordinance for the solemnization of marriages at St. Helena in places 
I tered for that puri Section \ i e < ted t 

nediately after the solemnization of ar marriage by the ministe 

y ered place of worship the said ministet | el in i 
b to be kept for that purpose in the said place of worship, a stat 

f the said marriage in the form and comprising the } t i 
tl n the Schedule D annexed to this ordinance or to a like effect 
entry shall be signed by the said niniste nd by the parties 


credible 


statement 


Reg strar 


ind in #ll proceedings before and in which it may be necessary t 
of the marriage to wl , 

! of the marriage certihcate vas produced The Island I st 
He 6 formerly under the East India Company by harte dated 
16/4 In 1834 the Crown took over the government f the Island Act 

5&4 Will. 4 % The common law of England applied ther 
Counsel also cited Limerich / eri) 1S & Ti 52 riage 

Norfolk Island 

SHEARMAN, J., said that he was satisfied that the ordinance referred 
to was sufficient evidence of the marriage in St. Helena. and pronounced 
a decree nist, with costs and custody of the children of the marriage 
Counsen, J. Harvey Vurphy, for the petitioner. Soricrrors, Hatchett 
Jones & t'o., for Bolton d+ Daridzon, Bristol 


fRemarted by ©. G. Tatsot-Ponsonsy, Barrister-at-Law.] 














New Orders, &c. 


Supreme Court, England. 
PROCEDURE 







Cue RULEs oF THE SUPREME CouRT (PRINTING), 1917. DATED 22ND 


Day or FEBRUARY, 1917 



























We, the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, hereby make the 
Tt lig Rul 
lL. Substitut f lithotype f printing.|\—Where by any of the 
Rules of the Supreme Court any pleading, notice, affidavit, answer to 
int gatories, deposition, evidence, special case, petition of right, on 
ther proceeding or document is required or authorized to be printed 
the same may, during the present war and for a period of six months 
thereaiter, be lithotyped instead ot printed 
( Th Rul be Rule 3a of Order 66, and may be 
ited as sucl r as the Rule of the Supreme Court (Printing 1917 
And we, the said Rule Committee, hereby certify under the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893, that on a mt of urgency the above Rule should 
ym t mmediate operatio nd hereby make th uid Rule to come ' 
i pera forthwith wy i a! Rule i 
' 
: 
1) i i! day f Feb ary L914 ; 
Signed FINLAY ( ; 
' 
READING oP i 





COZENS-HARDY \l R ; 
S. T. Evans, P | 
W. Pickrorp, L.J ; 
R. M. Bray, J 

A. T. LAWRENCE, .J 

| Cuas. H. SarGcanr, J ' 
P. OGDEN LAWRENCE 
\IALCOLM M \IACNAGHTE? 
Ws. H. WINTERBOTHAM 
C. H. Morron 













War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
















The Lon Gazette of 23rd Fe uary contains the following ; 
1 A Py imation, dated 25rd February (printed below), under Section 
13 i the Cust ! Consoudatio Vet 18/6. pl hibiting the inportatr 
| into the United Kingdom of numerous classes of goods 
| 2. An Orde n Council, dated rd February (printed below), applying 
| the Defence of e Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations to a new area—t] 
Luton Area 
» An Order Cou , dated 25rd February (printed bel extendil 





| th East Midlands Liquor Control Area 






4. Ti re B Ld Ord ( ia i ( I 
| p. 28% 
\ Ord Us i i tet i 
foes Proclamation dated — the 10th = day t \I 19] inal 
vce 1 Se on i } Custom ind | i R nue 
| \ loi iS I Exportati \rn Act, 1900 
ind § f Cu export I t (ct 
| 1914 het t | rom hie { i WK fon 
t rt riain i destinations | ed Tt 
to transfer from cla C) to class (A)—that is, to tl la of 
y the exportation vhich is prohibited to all destir ! erta 
t ind apparatus ad ed ex i ely t { 
I I ir, lor the mulacture repair un i ar mater 
r use land ea ding Copper Ore and Copy for 
i rought and wrought nd Copper manufacture und rel 
Wwirele 1 Telephor trumente i 















































An Orde the M Ml th Feby 
i | 4 t t Bi s 5S iS I 
| 11 \ Notice that Ord: } P os wile the Be 1 of Trade nder 
| the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring two 1 
businesses to | yound up, i ding the Grand C1} Pu g 1] 
Sout Molton-street, London W dist it f fashi plates itterr 
& I ng the total to 412 
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Liquor Control Area. 
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1915, and 
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1) Regulations. 
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Schedule hereto 
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hereby the 
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HEDULE 
omprising the 
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[7 WaAR-TrMeE, BuUT—Don'r Forcer 


Tue Mippiesex Hosprrar 


RESPONSIBILITIES ARE GREAT AND MUST pe Met 


And whereas it appears to His Majesty that the said Area shou 
extended, and that the Petty Sessional Division of Norman Cross 
of Huntingdon, should be added thereto : 


County 
it is hereby ordered as follows 


Now thereiore, &e 9 
Che Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 191 
Regulations amending the same, shall be, and are hereby, a 
to the area defined and specified in the Schedule hereto 


any “i 


23rd February 


SCHEDULE 

The East Midlands Area, being the area comprising the City of N 
ham, the County Boroughs of Derby, Leicester, and Northampto 

Counties of Derby (excepting the Boroughs of Buxton, Chesterfi 

: ind the Petty Sessional Divisions of Buxton, Chapel-en-ie 
Bakewell, Eckington, Chesterfield, and Glossop), Nottingham (excep 
so much of the Petty Sessional Division of Worksop as ils compr! 

| the West Riding Area as defined and specified in Paragraph II 

| Schedule to an Order in Council dated the 10th day of November, 19 

Northampton. and the Soke of Peterborough, and the Pett 


| Glossop 


Leicester 


Sessiona] Division of Norman Cross in the County of Huntingdon 


ORDER IN COUNCIL 
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It is 

Defence f 


tals. | 
hereby ordered that the following amendments be mad: 
the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914 
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| 
New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
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| 
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| ifter the first paragraph, the following parag 
| , 

shall 
goods, yx sion of which has been taker 
Admiralty or Army Council or the Minister of M 
be paid in respect thereof shall in default of a 
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so 


be 


determined 
In determining such price regard need not be had to 
hall be had 


goods are 


ntrary, 
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of profit was unreasonable or excessive, and to any 
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ods and to whether such price was unreasonable or exc¢ 
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goods before the ind to whether such rate or } 
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that if the person from whom the good 
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illowance, an allowance at a red 
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2 At the following sub-section | 
inserted 

5) If in any the Food Controller is of opinion that 

wr expedient to obtain information from any person tr 

article as to all or any of the matters specified in 

the Food Controller shall have p 

an order applying this regulation to the artic! 

furnish him with that information; and 

furnish information shall fur 


end of Regulation 2c 


case 
necessary 
with any 
section (1) of this regulation 
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require that person to 
person vho 
accordingly 
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is sO required to 


1 case, all the foregoing provisions of this regulation 
relating to the application thereof by order) shall ap; 
ven and the giving of such information as they 
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Killing Game 


3. After Regulation 2@ the following regulation shall be inserted 
2R The Board of Agriculture and F may, with 
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to preventing or reducing injury to crops by game birds 


n take, 
1 
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or authorize any body to whom the Board ma 
is respects any locality to take, such a 
pinion of the Board or of the body to which the powe 
gated may be necessary for such purpose ; 

for the manner in which birds kills 
pursuance of the action so taken may be disposed of ; 
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the killing and taking the poss 
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under this regulation shall not be required to obtain for such purpose 
licence to kill game, and shall have the same power of selling game 
killed by him or by the persons authorized by him as if h 
to kill game : 

‘Provided that nothing in this regulation shall exempt any persor 
from the provisions of the Gun Licence Act, 1870 


(3) This regulation shall apply to Scotland and Ireland with th 


substitution for the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
Agriculture for Scotland and the Department of Agriculture an 
Technical Instruction for Ireland respectively 
Clearing of Railway Wage 
4. At the end of paragraph (4) of sub-s¢ t 

the following words shall be added ‘‘and for enabling wagons whicl 
are not promptly unloaded by the consignee to be unloaded, and thei 
contents to be dealt with, at the risk and expense of the consignee 1 
manner provided by the order.”’ 


Publishing Information to For 


0 
shall be inserted : 


sions of this reguiatiol 


For the purposes of the foregoing provi 
the expression ‘ ships of His Majesty or of any of His Majesty 
allies’ includes ships engaged in the set e of His M ujesty or 


any of His Majesty’s alles 


and the last paragraph of the same regulation shall be omitted 


Interference with Mu tary Police 


9) \fter Regulation 143 the following regulation shall be inserted 

‘43a. No person shall obstruct or other e interfere it 
impede ny member of the military police in the execution of ln 
duties, and if any person doe ~ he shall be ullty ol an offen 


iyainst these regulations 


Lnte rpretation 


1e had a licence 


of the Board of 


tion (1 f Regulation I 


! 


j 


In Regulation 18, after the first paragraph the following paragraph 


7. In Regulation 63, after the words interpretation of these regul 

, there shall be inserted the words ud of orders and rulk 
made thereunder, ind after the words Act of Parliament there 
hall be inserted the words ‘‘ and as if these regulations were an Act o! 


Parliament.”’ 


25rd Febr uary 


Drawn Steel Rods and Bars, Steel Wire and 
Steel Wire Rope. 


ORDER 


Vinistry VU unition 
2th Februar LY] 
The Minister of Munitions, in exercise of the powers conferred upon | 


the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation \\ 


the Realm (Amendment) 


Reculations, the Munitions of War Acts, 1915 and 1916, and al 


No. 2 Act 1915, the Defer e of the Real 


powers thereunto enabling him, hereby order that a yt el 

i the manufacture, sdle on purchase t,o her deal im draw ‘ 

lx or bars, steel wire or steel wire rope hall comply ith the | 

y regulations 

l. No order for drawn steel rods or bars, stee vire or steel wire ro] 
shall be accepted for manufacture, and no such material shall be man 
factured unless the purpose for which it is required has been approves 
Such approval must be evidenced by one or other of the following, wl 
must be quoted in writing by the ordering firm to the manutacturer 
together with a written statement of the specific purpose for which th 


material is to be used 


(a) Admiralty contract reference and numer o1 
Section permit reference and number 


b) War Office contract reference and numbe1 


c) Marine Department fjoard of Trade permit reference 
number for Merchant Shipping 
d) Ministry of Munitions contract reference and number 
e) Post Office contract reference and number, 
Internationale de Ravitaillement or Comm 


Commission 
Francaise sanction reference and number, with Ministry 
Munitions Priority Classification 
Ministry of Munitions permit reference and number a 
Priority Classification 
Pre vided that no permit reference need be quoted 1 reapect of ord 
for ships’ ropes weighing less than 
ropes weighing less than 2 cwt. each containing wire of over 25 gaug 


2. Full and accurate returns shall be made in such 


form and at su 
times as may be required by the 
Direx tor of Army Contracts or the Director of Steel Production Minists 
of Munitions, as to any particulars of or relating to the said manutfa 
ture, sale, purchase, or other dealings 


Admiralty Priorit: 


5 ewt. each, and for lift and crane 


Director of Navy Contracts, the 


(Clauses 3 to 7 make provision as to priority ; maintenance; stock 


applications for approval; and interpretation.] 
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Brass Swarf and Scrap. 
ORDER 
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Food Orders. 
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#304 


him in that behalf, the Food Controller hereby orders that the follow-| the case of sales of greater quantities, the maximum price is based on a 
ing provisions shall, except under the authority of the Food Controller, | schedule ranging from £10 10s. to £14 a ton. Generally speaking, the 


M4 





be observed by all persons concerned price fixed for potatoes grown in the mainland of Scotiand and th 
l. No bread which has not been made at least twelve ; >| islands of Arran and Bute is £11 or £12, according to the variety. I) 
sold or offered or expose f case only, that of the Great Scot potato, the price is £14 a ton 
2. No loaf of bread sh soli offere x pos 0 ( truck charges are subject to the addition of all sums actually P 
in the shape either of a one-piece ove , loaf a tin loaf transport by rail or water, together with £2 10s, a ton if the 
3. No currant bread r ilk be s over 4 cwt., but less than 10 cwt., £1 5s. a ton if the sale is of 
offered or exposed for sal or over, but less than four tons; and £1 a ton if the sale is 
4. No sugar shall be used in tl of brea tons or over. No additional charge may be made for pla 
5 No baker or seller of bre: lati x i” an! bread for other potatoes on rail, 
bread which he has ld Pee ie 


6. All bread shall bx 1 by weig id not otherwise, except bread ————S 
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sold for consumption on the premises 0 | ° e 
7. No loaf of bread shall be sold o1 ffere x posed for sale unless Societies. The 
its weight be one pound or an even number of pounds 
8. No roll of bread shall be sold or offers or exposed for sale except 
a roll weighing two ounces 


Heuse 


The Birmingham Law Society. 
Mr. 


9 Any person authorized | the Food Contr er or any Inspector Ihe following are extracts from the report of the Committe: 
of Weights and Measures may require any person offering 01 eXposing | Society for the year ended 3let December, 1916, presented at the a: 
any bread for sale t veigh such bread in his presence, and may also meeting held on 28th February. 
equire any per 1 in the « of deliver anv bre oO pe ° 
- oka 5 a. oo id oo By Seege to pees Oe Offices Mr. Arthur L. Lowe was elected to the office of Pres 
10. For the purpose of this Order bread may be weighed at any and Mr. F, A. Chatwin was re-elected Vice-President immediate! y 
time within thirty hours of the « mpiletior f the baking thereof, but the last annual meeting Mr. L. Arthur Smith was re-elected Honorary In 
not later Secretary and Treasurer, but resigned on joining the Army in March last, Lord 
11. If any person a n contravention of t] ; or aids or abets | Your Committee declined to accept his resignation, and appointed Mr on th 
any other person in d y vthing in hon ta Order. that Arthur Musgrove to act in his absence. At the last annual meeting On 
person is guilty of a summary offence ayains fence of the Realm | Messrs. A. Musgrove, G. A. C. Pettitt, R. A. Pinsent, and C. H to m 
Regulations, and if su . pany ‘ , directs and Saunders were elected members of the Committee in place of those who (Mr. 
officer of the company is also 4 mmary offence against those ere compulsorily retired under the Articles of Association, and to fill the ships 
Regulations unless he provi t ontravel n took place without | Vacancy caused by the death of Mr. J. G, Bradbury. Mr. A, H. Coley has 1 
his knowledge or cor has continued to represent the Society as an Ordinary Member and Mr. enem 
12. (a) This Order ma ite { Bang 917 This | R. A. Pinsent as an Extraordinary Member on the Council of The Law ship 
Order shal] come into force on 12t h. 19] Society Mr. Coley has also recently been appointed by the Lord I ha 
Chancellor a member of a Committee to consider and report to the Lord merc! 
Chancellor on the existing arrangements and distribution of the County the 1 
Court Circuits, Districts, and Court centres, with special reference t and 
Manufacture of Flour and Bread. io oon Silken of aoctin es tee «ty se de fea ay h with 
Under the Manufacture of Flo ind Bread Order, says th limes, | administration of the Courte. to ge 
from which this and t vo summaries are taken, whien « Member The membership of the Society shews a reduction of th 
into force on 29th Jat y as regards the miller, and will be effe members as compared with last year. Six members have resigned, three I tel 
from 12th Mar the aU t bread concerned, the average | have died, one has ceased membership iby reason of retirement of a 
compulsory extraction of . uted er cent. if the miller practice, and five new members have been elected ; the number: the | 
added a further 5 per cer : : , m rice, barley, maize, or | register on the 3lst December, 1916, was 363. Sixteen barristers — 
oats, or l per cent ehere , ton ot Uns admixture \" | during the year subscribed for the privilege of using the Library. gat 
aor ak - on ‘ a sh whe * ; saad The ee Ls pooh ae naan Committee record with deep regret the death of Lieut.-Col. F. S. P: a 


as the result of an accident whilst on active service. Colonel P: 


traction of 81 | nt. of neat 1 ble, and admix had a long and honourable association with the work of the Societ C 
ture w ith me ot! stance , ~ yt the extent of al vddi former Reader to the Law Classes, as a member of the Committe i 
tional 5 per cen ' ' e mixed are rice, barley, | a3 4 member and the Chairman of the Board of Legal Studies, and M 
Maize, Maize sel ne val ©, ¢ ane e Food Controller | Committee greatly deplore the loss of his services in these + 
reserves the p to add any ve » the Further admix capacities ’ Is u 
ture to the « ( ul ( onal U pe t s permitted 1 So 
F ‘ The War rhe continuance of the war has further depleted the ranks para 
of the legal profession in Birmingham as in other places. According t us ¢ 
the information available there are now serving in His Majesty's Forces that 
2,689 solicitors and 1,335 articled clerks, of whom 121 solicitors and to e 
The Potat t 8) 2 definitely fixes the | articled clerks are from Birmingham and a radius of twenty-five n got 
prices wh @ ¢ ver he middleman. and retailer respectively therefrom alth 
may charye eopnoltes tor evasion of the maximum harges are now Your Gommittee ve ry mu h regret to record the following casu ! hav 
closed, and if the Order is firmly and vigilantly enfor it should result during the } ist year as t 
in @ solution of a problen h has becom t (srowers are Captain A. L. T. Browert, 7th (Reserve) Batt., Royal Wa: k hot 
entitled to charge to perso! ver than retailers 2 ton up to 3lst shire Revt. (killed in action). prov 
March, and £10 a ton afterwards, free on ra ee on board. Retailers Maj ww A. A. Cappick, 8th Batt., Royal Warwickshire Reg’ whi 
may charge 14d. a pound to 3lst March 1 pound thereafter killed in action : 
In the case of all other sales the prices charg re to be not more than Lieut. T. A. Dickenson, 3/6 South Staffordshire Regt 
ten guineas to Slst March, and £11 10 erw to which may be to Mr. H, A. May, Wolverhampton (killed in action) 
added the sums actually paid for transport by or water, and in case Lieut. H M.° Kenprick, South Staffordshire Regt 
of the sale by or on behalf of 1 wer to « iiler where there ha death by accident 
been no transport | rae ' ab ona Major L. Kerwoop, 8th Batt.. Worcestershire Regt 
10s, a ton With regard the additic . = 1 
charges, it is expressly ided that the a | shall be confined to ' 2. Partsn, Royal Warwickshire Regt. (Machine | wer 
money act y pai or ort } »>b kills ation Feb 
paid to the vet es | rm @ Une tot ba r other p f ‘olonel F. S. Prarson. South Midland A.S.C deat by Bl 
but no charge f ags is to rade by leale h tail . Br, 
the retailer to th J. Purttis, Public Schools Corps, Royal E rs Be 
Other important ! ! ‘ il] onn wit . ; ; sa ’ Br, 
@ sale or | 2oBERTS, 15th Batt., Roval Warwickshire Rext Cox 
fictitiou t Godlee (died of wounds Da 
condition al 


Srekiine, 5th Batt., Royal Warwickshire R 


killed in wetion) Ed 
Captain W. F. Tree, 10th Batt., Worcestershire Regt kille n Fle 


reasonabl« 
contracts | 


ion Gos 
mmittee note with pride the following Military dist 
ve been conferred during the year upon solicitors and art 
Another Order dea h see ato ufeguards not only the lerks of this district 
farmer takir ail vit ‘ say Che otment holder and the I at. J. L. Avpen, 6th Batt., North Staffordshire Regt., a . L 


cottage g under er from extort } It is laid down that the maximum p ice to Mr. T. FE. Auden, Burton-on-Trent. Awarded the Military ‘ 
chargeable for seed potatoes by y person other than the grower shall he Lieut. M. I. Cirtrersvex, South Midland Brigade, R.! 


n the ise of the sale 





w less of any variety. 3d per Ib In Mentioned in Despat hes 
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Roy: il Warwicks hire | 


(Temp. Captain) L. C. Crockrorp, 
Regt. Mentioned in Despatches and awarded the Military Cc , 
Captain T. B. Pritcuetr, 5th South Midland Brigade, R.F. 

Awarded the Military Cross. 
Lieut. J. L. Suute, 3rd Batt., 
articled to Mr. T. Cross, Birmingham 
Major J. H. Tuursrretp, 6th Batt., 
Awarded the Military Cross. 
Lieut.-Colonel F. M, TomKINson, 7th Batt., 
Awarded the D.S.O. and promoted to Lieutenant- 


[To be continued. | 


Lieut. 


Royal Warwickshire Regt 
Awarded the Military 


South Staffordshire 


Cross 


Regt. 


Worcestershire Reg 


‘olonel 


The Union Society of London. 


The Society met at the Middle Temple Common oreagh on Wednesday, 
th February, 1917, at 8 p.m. The subject for “s bate “That this 
House Approves of the Abolition of the Grand Jury Sys ona Opener, 
Mr. Willson ; opposer, Mr. Motion lost 4 to 2. 


Geen. 


Arming of Merchant Ships. 


Times, the First 
his speech 





21st ult., 
arson), in 


says the 
the 


In the House of Commons, on the 
Lord of the Admiralty (Sir Edward C 
on the Navy, said :— 

One matter has greatly 
to me in my present office was put by the hon. member for Devizes 
(Mr. Peto), with reference to the law affecting the arming of merchant 
ships. I stated the proposition then, which, although commented on, 
has never, so far as I know, been denied by either the belligerents, our 
enemies, or the great neutral countries, of the right of every 
ship to arm itself for defensive as contrasted with offensive 
I have greatly interested in observing the effect of the 
merchant ships. You may take it from me “that, in the last two months 
the number of armed merchant ships has increased ‘by 47.5 per cent 
and I do not know that that conveys to you the 
was involved. We had, in the first place, to get guns in cor 
with the Army. We had to get the mountings, and, above all, we had 
to get the gun ratings. All I can say is that the increase in the arming 
of the merchant ships is going on better and better each week 
I tell the House the percentage, so far as I can gather, of the 
of armed merchantmen and unarmed merchantmen that have es 
the submarine menace they will see how right we wer 
whole force and power into carrying out this arming 
gather, of armed merchantmen that escape there are 
per cent., and of unarmed merchantmen 24 per cent 
will see how important is every gun you get and every ship you arm 

Commander Bellairs : By an armed merchant ship, does the right hon 
gentleman mean one with a gun in the stern only? 

Sir E. Carson : I do. 

Mr. McKenna : Will the right hon 
is the percentage of ships attacked, and not all ships 

Sir E. Carson: Oh, attacked, of course. We have made great pre 
parations, and I would like in passing to say that the French have helped 
us considerably in this matter. There w question at 
that some of the neutrals raised, as to whether our ships had a right 
to enter their ports armed. I must state that has all been practically 
got over, and I do not believe that any international lawyer—and 
although the Germans have abandoned international law. the 
have not—wil!l controvert the proposition which I stated in this House 
as to the right of a merchantman to arm itself against offence. | 
hot stating that about the arming of merchant ships, and the 
produces, to minimize the difficulties or the extent of the 
which we are placed. 


ourse ot 


helped us. The first question that was put 


purposes 
been 


amount of work 


number 
aped 
to throw our 


about 


gentleman make it clear that that 


as some one 


effect it 
danger in 


Law Students’ ‘Renal 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION 
ilowing candidates 
cessful at the 

1917 :- 
Blackhurst, William 
Bradshaw. Aubrey Gerald 
Broadbent, William Thomas 
ruce Robe rt Catheart 
Coulman Edward Raymond 
Daltry,, Robson William Osmond 
Dewes Sydney William 
Edelston. Roger Heathcott. 

gg, James George Martin 
Gostlins. Denis Erroll 

No 


The I 
Were six 
February 


(whose names are in 


alphabetical 
Preliminary Exa 


mination held on 7th and 8th 
James, Philip Cw 
Jones-Lloyd, ¢ 
Kay (reorge Leonard 
Moxon, James William 
Price, Cecil John Poley 
teah, Kenneth Hudson 
Skelton, Alan John 
Stallard, Geoffrey William 
Taylor, Rupert.’ 
Wrigl it, Frederick 
of candidates, 36: passed, 20 
By order of the Council 

FE. R 
London, W.C 


Vynne 


i John Fr 


ederick 


Mark ham 


-™ COOK. Sé etary 


Society's Hall, 
23rd February, 


Chan ery-lane 


1917. 


| admitted in tl 





merchant | 


arming ot 


that | 
npetition | 


When 


As far as I can | 


Obituary. 
Mr. — Ww een ti 


\lr. STEPHEN Woopesri nv ! rs the senior member of the 
firm of Mess Woodbridge & Sor », Serjeants’ Inn, Fleet-street, 
London, died the th ebruary, in his eighty-third year He 

ntinued to practice i London and at 
Brentford until n 1909 Mi Woodbridge held the ap 
pointment of Clerk to the Brentford Urban District Council until 3lst 
December las retained this office since the formation of the 
Council some forty-seven years ago. He was also the Treasurer of the 
District Cor lation land. Until his retirement from 
practice he tr Steward Manors of Hendon and Charlton, 
both i: Middle 


Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Messrs Cooper, & Marsh, Manchester 
to take affidavits for the Supreme 
Marsh was admitted in 1891 


was 


Mr. FRANK MARSH, of 
ppointed a Commissioner 


Wales Mir 


sons 


South 


General. 


1 Oxley Forster, Durham Light 
died from 
lue £29,366 


licitor, of 
September, left 


niantry 8 
im, who inds on 22nd 
e Division on the 22nd ult., Mr. Justice Low, 
I vish to make a few remarks « 


de of this Division 


addressing 
n the present position 

Six weeks ago there 
r trial All those had to be tried and 
of them are now standing not because 


them, but because 


cases 
over, 
the ~~ themselves 
f those few cases, the 
ded case 


etandi Ver 


undefended 

my Bel the Court 
tor the 
sed of at the end of to-day’'s list 
wed of 513 cases I 

as often met with 
here, and the 
continued I 


ept j 
e dete 


convenience 
ivision has 


» «lelay 


Judge 





70 or 75} 
TI herefore, you | 


time 


neutrals | 


am 


THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON. 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


“T need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street 
London, to plead earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the f child lite 
The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to he the er “atest asset the Kingdom possesses yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, w hile 
the birthrate is 


Fok over 60 years this Hospital has been the 

means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of tens of thousands of Children, and of 
instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children 


’ 


most 


preservation oO 


slowly but surely declining. 


Please send what you can spare to-day; if will 


be gratefully ac knowledged 
Forms of Gift hy Will ‘o this Hospital can he 
obtained on application to~ 


J A M ES Mc KA 7 Acting Se retary. 
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easement : ne = 
he , vitha t ‘ P 
must say é ai fh tat _ ‘ the g 3 ance 0 FE ( ) U | T Y \ N D > —_ 
4 it assists tine rik oe Lert 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, - 
, . roa ~ y yr ° » > 
, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.¢. ton 
- a 10, 
ESTABLISHED 1844. to 
DIRECTORS. War" 
rell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens ylor, Bsc = 
Archibald Herbert James, I wi 
n, Esq., K.¢ William Maples, Esq. 
, X.C., M.P. Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 
rhe Rt. Hun. Sir Walter G 
} Bart, D.C.L 
lins, Esq Charles R. Rivington, Esq 
Crookenden, Esq Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., 
William Dibdin, Esq The Hon. Sir Charles Russ = 
ries Baker Dimond, Esq Charles Wigan, Esq. ari 
North Hick! Es 
r lickley, Esq. dat 
FUNDS EXCEED - - £5,000,000. Kink 
. on 
> Assurance Granted Whole Life and Endowment ‘ feb 
ptiovally low rates of premium, tigr 
W. P. PHELPS, J/ a 
ite aad 
: %6, 
sixteen teachers ty-one REVI 
advocate, fifteen bef 
vho sends th ta 
it il crime existe 
sentiment of rig 
Brut ally amane 
snia and Herzeg 
rrothers of rs Se York 
ctise, by BG. 
om whom the tor Raill 
period nt Pion 
Maik 
Sout 
Lt 
lect 
We 
2 
Court Papers. 
Jame 
: Keen 
Supreme Court of Judicature. = 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON Brow 
Date EMERGENCY APPEAL COURT Mr. Justice ir. J Cana 
— RoTA No. 1. NEVILL¥ ; Rose 
Monday Mar. 5 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Church Mr. Goldschm l 
I cove I Jolly Farmer Bloxam 
_Greswell Synge Farmer 
Leach Jolly Church 
Borrer Bloxam Greswe)| 
Goldschmidt Greswell Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice e 
SARGANT. ASTBURY YOUNGER, poy 
Monday Mar r. Farmer Mr. Leach Mr. Greswell ’ eon 
Tuesday - Synge Goldschmidt Church jresswel FRAs 
Vednesday 7 Bloxam Church Leach rre to 
rhursday Goldschmidt Greswell sorrer g Ca: 
Friday .... Leach Jolly Synge 
Saturday Church Borrer Jolly 
P Forthcoming Auctior. Sales. 
March -Messrs. HAMPTON & Sons, at the Mart; Freeholds, Mc. (s 
ent, back page, this week) 
March 24 Messrs. WARMINGTON & Co., at the Corn Exchange, Colchester at 4 ALLE 
ible Manors of Langham, Murtelis Hall and Great Bromley, Essex (see advertise ARTI 
nt, back page, this week) PARI 
Baki 
Bass 
BEN! 
Windi Noti 
Vinding-up Notices. Boa: 
> Cavi 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
CHA’ 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TUEsDAY. Feb. 13 CoLL 
Creditors are required, on or before Mar 
sses, and the partic :lars of their debts or claims, to ' Coop 
re st, Mansion House, liquidator. CRAT 
ATION INVESTMENTS, LTD. —Creditors are required, on or be 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts aims, CREW 
charles Wright and Francis Norman Varney, 22, Suffolk st, Pall Mall CURT 
Deac 
AGE (EDGBASTON), Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
r before Mar 3, tosend theirnames and addresses, and the par ulars of DIxo 
claims, to George Charies King, 110, Edmund st, / ningham, East 
juidator Rpw 
KEEPS STEAMSHIP & LIGHTERAGE CO, LtTp,—Creditors are required, o1 fore Mar Fry, 
» send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debt r claims, 
Alexander Constantine Hu. chins, 11, Pan ras In, Queen st, liquidator . FIRT 
[ARLES WEBB & (¢ Lrp.—Creditors are requircd, on or before Feb 28, to send theft FISH, 
umes and addresses, and the particulars oftheir debts or claims, to William Kellet GILL 
ow Quarry st, Guildford, liquidator 
GILL 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
t \ erdam Pa a Hay 
— LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
dated $i ~ ie eleg j wns Irom an authoritative ‘ " 
aaa ae ‘ . ; ss th 150 ceaeatie London Gazette. —F R1DAy, Feb. 16. a 
eo i ietaaiion:- ak ei teenage se “The | BIQMINGHAM HIPPODROME, LrD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 23, Jeendin ink 
= sae erzegovina who Claimed erbian nationality . their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Austrian retend that this was a political crime Che condemned in Arthur Payne, 20, Cannonst, Birmingham, liquidator, 
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Jouspu JACKSON, Lrp. (In VOLUNTARY Liqu(pation.)—Cred to s are required, on | HaYLock, ELIZABETH DAINTREF, Fendrayton, Cambridge Mar 14 Watts, St Ives 
or before Mar 17, to send in their names and adiresses, and par iculars of their lebta Huntingdonshire 
or claims, to Hereward Stott, 6, Booth st, Minchester, liquid tor HOLLINWORTH, GEORGE, Macclesfield Mari? Brooks & Co. Hyde 
Lertand St James's CLUB Co, Ltp.~-Creditors a paired, o9 ra & ob Hoye, JAMES, Southport, Yarn Agent Mar 31 Wilmot & Hodge, Southport 
send the r names and altresses, ani th vetiva of th i ‘ ’ KENNEDY, JORN ( RT, Hither Gree Bank Clerk Mar26 Gordon, Golden sq 
4. J. Livesey, 2, Winckley st, Preston, liquidator KIMBER, CLARA, Southmoor, Berks Feb2s Walsh & Gray, Oxford 
JoRONTO-HAMILTON Home BuiLpers, Lrp.—Crelitors are required, on or before Mar LEWIs. WILLIAM JOHN, Beresford st, Camberwell Gate, Commercial Traveller Mar 51 
10, to send their names and addresses, and the partitalars of their debts or laim Taylor, Upper Richmond rd, Putney 
to Frank Steare Price, 2, Frederick's pl, Old Jewry, liquidator Livert, JANE, Bexley Marl4 fHavnes, Bexley Heat 
wars & PIKE, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—CreJitors are required, on or before | MANN, ALFRED BURNETT York Mari5 Kay, Yor 
Mar 17, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims MIDDELTON, JomN, Portland rd, South Norwood, Clothier Mar 12 lodgers & Co, 
to Mr. Theodore David Neal,'110, Edmund st, Birmingham, and Mr George Montague Valbrook 
White, 14. Old Jewry chmbrs, liquidators. MORGAN, Davip, Welshpool, Montgomery, Railway Clerk Mari? Gartside, Abertil'ery, 
Mon 
JOINT STOCK COMPANTES Moss, FREDERICK, West Kirby, Chester, Produce Broker Mar 31 Cornish & Forfar, 
Liverpool 
‘ rc ‘ERY . y 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. OpONe, GuisEerrr, Victoria st, Westminster Mar Piper, Vincent sq, Westmineter, 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Feb 20 PARKE TANE, Birmingham Mari? Price & Co, Birmingham 
gpppeny & Co, Ltp (tw Votontary Lrquiparimoy.)—Oreditors are irel yn or Laine haben Lee, Kent . Mat 7 mgs > me we tm — \ . 
before Mar 16, 'o send their names and addres:es, and the part ars of their debts a 4 y (AINE, CHARLES EDWARD, Formby, Lancs, Cotton Salesman Mar 17 Sefton, 
—" to James Henry Buckley, Pear Tree Hose, Renishaw, nr Chesterfield, liqui ROBINSON, SAR NA, Su nColdfeld Mar 16 Gateley & Sons, Birmingham 
KIRKLAND GOLDFIELDS, LTD. (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Credi ors are required on Me. IAM HENI Batley, Yorks, Insurance Agent Mas25 Brearley & Sons, 
on or before Mar 21, to snd in their 1 es an! ~g3e3. and part lars ¢ hei — : 
jebts or claims to R land " ) an Call ' , fag g Ni - ir I -- . SINGLETON, ISABELLA, Brist Mar 1 Veale & Co, Brist» 
liquidator. . : . ———— we ee — - nant CK, EDWARD, Dover c recer Mar lf ines ¢ Pain, Dover 
v x IL trieste o or e - 9 is in's 
W. H. MIpoLRy, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or befor? bean 0. tn Gast thal eaenes VRE i M Y, Brig tock rd. Tl or t Heat Mar 31 Alvar. Martin In 
aad address °s, ani the particul ft ib sims, t2 Charis T:102018 Applabs TUZE! EMMA CATHERINE, Durham Villas, Kensington Mar 1 Braikenridge & 
' : - - : 2 ; _— es doe int Edwar's Bartlett's »ldzs, Holborn circus 
%, Corporation st, Birmin*ham, liqui lator : > } tall. S 
RevisHaw IRON Co, Lip. (IV VOLUNTARY LiqurpAtion).—Creditors are required, on 0 3 _- — 234 a Soe nc “a “Tr 
before Mar 16, to send their uames anid addr sses, and the particulars of th i-bt Ww < s “*) a - a _ WN im | a> _ - is | sha cin inn Sabie 
er claims, to James Henry Buckley, Pear Tree Hou R she . sate , — )UISA ood Dalling, No lk ar 12 rt le & Gregory, New &q, 
liquidator ——— 
iq WILDER, HONORA ELIZABETH GRAHAM, Bournemouth Mar 31 Janson & Co, College 
ee ' 
! i 
Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
L (razet FripAay, Fel 
London Gazett FRIDAY, Feb 16 
York Dramatic Syndicate, Ltd George F. Milne: & Co, Ltd AKED, Epita EMILY, Doug's, Lof Man April2 Payne & Co, Manchester 
BE. G. Farley, Ltd. British Electric Car Co, Ltd ARKELL, SARAH ANN, Be flere rd, Upper Norwood Marl4 Hudson & Co, Queen 
Railless Electric Traction Co, Ltd Dressler Tunnel Ovens, Ltd Victorix st 
Pioneer Rubber and Oi! Syndicate, Ltd Tempest Tavern Co. Ltd BAYZAND, ALF Harrogs Var 16 Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 
Maikop Premier Oil Syn ‘icate, Ltd J. KE. Saunders, Ltd KERRY, CAROLINE, Wisbech Saint Peter, Cambridge Mar 16 Ollard & Son, Wisbech 
Southern Counties Vacuum Cleaner €o, X.L. Film Co, Ltd BLAND, JOHN Cooper, Colchester, Ess Mar 24 Harrison & Co, Liverpool 
Ltd. Selkirk & Son, Ltd DEM, PETER JosErH, Kingston Thames Mar 24 Kineey & Co, Great Russell st, 
Biectric Railway and Tramway Carriag: Bloomsbury 
Works, Ltd. De VERNSOU-BONNEUIL, Marquis MARIE VicToR GUSTAVE MAXIMILIEN, Rue Scheffer, 
Paris Mar Slaughter & May, Avstin Friars 
London Gazetle.—TUESDAY, Feb. 20. BREWIS. KATE SPENCER, Kingston upon Hull Aprill Gale & Easton, Hull 
James Allison & Son, Ltd. John Swindel!s, Ltd. BUCKLEY, W IAM EDWARD, Dukinfleld, Clogger Mar Heathcote & Webb, Dukin 
Keenolia Co, Ltd. Scholefield Steam Shipping Co, Ltd fleld 
Pere et Fils, Ltd Brooks & Fox, Ltd. BUTLER, Hon BRIAN DANVERS, Dormansland, Surrey Mar 31 Peake & Co, Bedford 
Brown, Hughes & Strachan, Ltd. Grondal Kjellin Co, Ltd. ww 
Canadian Mining Corporation, Ltd. Santa Maria Oil Fields of California, Lt CADMAN. EMMA FRANCE® Northumberland pk, Tottenham Mar 16 Routh & Co, 
Rosella Steamship Co, Ltd Canailan City Investments, Ltd Southampton st, Blooms ury 
HAMBERLAIN, RoBEI KNIGHT, Port Talbot, Glam, Gr r Feb Baker & King, 
Brida@wate 
ye ° 7 CLARKE, ELIZA HARRIET S VYN, Tunbridge Wells Mar 31 Cheale & Son, Tunbridge 
Pasce [cAr mY 
Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. Well 
7 COKE, ARTHUR, Ealing, Mid Mar 17 Bellon Strand 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 20 CoOKSON, JAMES, Stockport, Cot Waste and Paper Merchant Mar 26 Vandrey & Co, 
FRANKEN Bros. (JOSEPH FRANKEN), 3 at ' Manchester 
NKE aR Jo . Sand 5, Masket, st, Bermon Isey reditors ar . > i ‘ ; 
réjnirel. on or before Mar 1, to sand by prep tid post, full particalacs of t dah ; =e _ A Bradford on Avon Apri . H&A G Herbert, Co k st, Bur 
or claims, to Frederick Williar m, 7anil & Ril 1p “oacl Brids sngvon guns 
 Anmer—pad ) : k William Allen anil tiilway appvoach, Lo d> rid CouSINS, GEORGINA ELEAN® aren Pa tom Mar} Pullon, Bloomabury sq 
FRANCKE & RASOH, 37, Fenchurch st.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar t BRIEBA ev Thurlow Park rd, Dulwi Mar 19 Bingham, Capel House, New 
% send by prepatd post, ful) particulars of their debts or cl : t i 
. a i t lebts o laim » Edward ¢ al Pan — — ‘ - . P 3, . > 
Capel House, 54, New Broad st, controller SE RTS. ALEXANDRE LANCELOT XAVIER Count DE LA TAILLE, Seynoir st, Port- 
mansq Mar 31 G&G Keith, Southampto t. Holborn 
DELORK, GABRIELLE ANGELINE Muret, Rue de la Boette, Pari Mar 20 laughter & 
= — May, Austin Friars 
EDWARDES. OWEN. lancaster gate Mar 31 Tatham & Procte*, Lincoln's inn fields 
€- di ’ N - ELLIOTT, GEORGE, KC, Garden ct. Temole Mar i6 Kegze & Ackr yd, Broad Stree pb 
c ¢ FoOURT ovis Do » Pacrr r es Ge es ror 4 , &] , 
re itors I otices, mr, I UF a LPHE BASILE, Quai d lesvres, Pa fur ghter & May, 
u ! riars 
- ‘ G r . { Sunder 1, Mar Enginectr Mar 1 Niel & Crute 
T : . . ATT, FRANCIS TUNSTALI inderla 
Under Estates in Chancery. Sunderland 
ws OODES, GEORGR LBONARD, Sinclair rd,* Ke ut Mar 16 Hulbert & Co, Broad 
Last DAY OF CLAIM Rtreet bldgs 
London Gazette, TUESDAY, Feb. 13. a TH MAS, Warton, Lanes, Lice i Victualler Mar 17 Swire & Higson, 
1 _ . ‘ Manchester 
ALLEY, EMMA JANE, Irstead, Norfolk Maris Keth & Co, Norwi GREATHEAD, FRANK, Old Ormesby, North Riding, Yorks, Farmer Mar25_ Sill & Son, 
ARTHURS, THOMAS, Bartholomew close Marl Court. Pic Hy Middlesbrough . 
"ARKER, RICHARD LONGUEVILLE, Chester Mar } Barker & BR 8 REEN, 8 y. Brewst , 
’ 4 sUEVILLE fark togerao s ; , Henry. Brewsterrd, Leyton Mar Fard & Canning, Chancery In 
sy a Mary ANN, Birmincha Mar 20 Wright & Marshall. Birn im GWYN, CATRERINE AvGusta, Folkestone Ma Riaco Smith, Res teestniih 
Bes I TOR ABRAM, Clare College, Cambridge Mar 20 Brataiaw, F vsbary HAMILTON, SI EY RAVES, Mickleton Maur l Woobkey & Whitficld, Great Win- 
SEN} BERT, Newcastle upon Tyne, Cabinet Mal Mar 10 Maugiw & Ha chester st 
ewcastle upon Tyne HAT. ALBEE Barlow et, Rermondsey Maris Du ¢ Son, Ironmonger In 
pease, FREDERIC, Nt Leo vards on Sea, Librarian Maril5 Tweedy, Movumou LER, FRANCES MARY, Bri't Marlit Meade & ¢ Eristol 
A —— AVE, FRANCES ESTHER ANNE, Stourbridg Mar 1 t ‘ ices’, JOSHUA, Southport Apri Rowntree & Rit Oldham 
CH Mg rome is i : HOPKINS, CATHERINE, Aston, Chest Mar 19 FJ & © Poole, Sandbach 
A = — FERRIERA, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil Mar 14 I y & Co, New INST JAMES HUNTER, Nottingha Rachelor of Medicine Mar 31 Turner & Co 
road 8 Nottingham 
COLLISH AW, JAMES. Bridgwater, Somerset, Wholesale Groce Mar 1 hi p, Bri KLACKNER, CHRISTIAN, Manhattan, New | iSA Mar 20 Chandler & Co, New ct, 
water 
7 — : Lin ns inn 
ee, EDWARD Wolverhampton Mar9 May & Court, Wolverhampt LUND, ALBERT Eanest CLirroy, Whitley Bay, Draper Mar 30 Patrick & Co 
ogy ye Willington Quay, Northumberland, Architect Mar | Cril A Newcastle on Tyne 
Criddle, Newesstie upon Tyne Ml T | taff ‘ ” t 
> Ban . yt l[yaTT, JAMES Inps, Fenton, Staffs Mar R nsone, Longton 
od ELIZABETH, Alresford, Hants Mar3l Warner & Kirby, Win g RT MURRAY, Koightsbridge Mar3! Marray & Co, Birchin In 
— MARK, Cardiff, Fo-eman Mar 10 Stephens, Cardiff Newport, Mon Mar20 Howells, News ort, Mon 
ye TAVIUS DIxik, Leadenhall st, Advertisement Contractor Mar 2 ie & A , High Wycom Mar 31 Murray & Co, Birehin In 
tderman bury Richmond Hill, Surrey Mar3l Murray & Co, birch n 
- IN, RYDAN, Harrow Maril3 Goddard & Co, Clement's inn, Strat Hastings Mar3!l Davenport & Co, Hastings 
ea ATHERINE SOPHIA, Nottingham Mar 1 Alicock, Nottingham nnington. Northumberland, Farmer Mar15 Bird & Sons, Newcastle 
ne Huaa, Fair Oak, Han's Mar3l Warner & Kirby, Winche ter 
Y, penetane AMELIA, West Kirby, Ch ire Mar 14 ) t & ( West RownorTrTom, Levi. Doncaster, Carter March 14 Atkinson & Sons, Doncaster 
Pe SAR Wals } Miller, Walsall 
Pint, Exwa. B ead , , s ALT, SARAH, Walsall Mar 2¢ t 
, Batley, Yorks Feb 23 Brearley & Son, Batley SHERW YRIL. Folkes Mar19 Brad Ime 
An mA, ‘ . a & § , Bat V . CF A ] ye \ l sradiey & Hulme, Folkes' one 
Gam Marr, ( rouc h Hal rd, ¢ rouch End Mar 20 Calvert & 8 Leeds URCH, ELIZA JANF, Queen's rd, Dalstopn Mar 28 85 rett & sor Finsbury pavement 
ve GEORGE Epwakp, Bishops Waliham, Hampshir Mar Trotter & Patteson <IMSON. DAVID. Hitchin, Herts Mari10 Bischoff & Co, Great W ester st 
oo ee ; suM. THOMAS, Mildenhall, Wilts, Farmer Mar 19 Forrester & Co, Maimesbury 
De fgg A Wolverhampton, Accountant Clerk Mar 15 Mavhew « ‘1TH. EDMUND PERCIVAL, Ound Northampton Mar 31 Sierard & Coombs 
ariing, Birmingham Oundle 
_ HARRIET ANNE, Kennington Park rd Mar 12 Lazarus & n, Bloom SouTH, Jon~ WILLIAM, Leeds, Fruit Merchant April 11 Stott, Leeds 
Saran 1 = o SPICER, FREDERICK, Bedford Marl5 Wright & Co, Leicester 
HExra omy MARGARET Kimberley, Rhodesia Mar 31 Janson & Cv, College hill | THOMPSON, ISABELLA, Carlisle Mar3l1 E& KJ Hovgh, Carlisle 
EAXTALL, JOHN, Calgary, Alberta, Canada, Financial Agent April Che Trusts & | THOMPSON, RALPH, Liverpool, Ironmonger Mar 2! Husband & Son, Liverpool 
fONKS, GEORGE HERBERT, Walsall Mar 31 Gillespie & Co, Walsall 


Guarantee Vo, Ltd, Calgary, Alberta, Canada 
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TURNE®, JAMES, Wansteal 
Basinghall av 

VIKERS, ARTHU! 
Victoria st 

WaARrRINER. THOMAS, Loughton, Essex 

WEARING, ROBERT, Manchester, Maste 
chester 

WHALE, EL: Es, Stoke on Trent 

WILLCOCK4, SAMURL, retired Farmer 


Solicitor Mar 31 Turner & Co, Dunedin House 


Easex, 


EDWARD, Thorneliffe rd, \lapham Park Mar 15 Lee & Co, Queen 


Attwater «& Liell, Bishopsgate 
Mar 9 Hand & Gartside, 


Feb 23 
Mariner Man- 

Till, Neweastie under Lyme 

Barham & Watson, Bridgwater 


Mar 26 
Mar 10 
London Garette.—TURESDAY, Feb. 20 
ANSELL, Henry HeASMAN, Herne Hill Mar 31 Covell, Arundel s%, Strand 
ArnzT, Henry, Warwick st, Pimlico Marié Raphael & Co, Coleman st 
Barker, WILLIAM, Bradford, Draper Mar 20 Farrar & Co, Bra iford 
BELLAMY, Howarp Rios ep CLAXTON, Hanter st, Branswick aq April 19 
Hart, Leadenhall st 
BLOOD, WILLIAM Binpon, Witham, Essex, Solicitor Mari19 Blood & Son, Witham 
1OWMAN, “ARAM Decrwa, Meldreth, Cambs Mar25 Ginn & Co, Cambridge 
Bowgs, Groner, Bacup, Mechanic Mar 20 Newell & Co, Bradford 
BURLINSON, CHARLOTTE, Redcar, Yorks Mar 21 Watson, Middlesbrough 
CAREW, THOMAS, Biron KESTEVEN, Casewick, Lincoln Mari9 Stapleton & 
ford 
CHAMPION, REGINALD, Northumberland av 
CHARD, Jeser®, Portamouth Mar25 Allen 
Corg, Joun JAMES, Westbourne 1, Forest 
topher at 
DARBY, JosEerH, Cradley, Woreester, Tailor Mir6 Cooksey & ¢ 
Davis, Exvest BoWARD KENNARD, Holland park Mar Wiiki won & Co, 
BVANS, ANNA MARIA, Carnarv'n Mar3i Carter & Co, Carnarvon 
Vve,Sir FREDERIC SAMUEL, FRCS, Harleyst Mar3l Wortham & Co, Royston, Herts 
FArRiaMs, Jou, Henshaw, Northumberland, Farmer Mar 16 Crofton, So ith Shields 
FREEMAN, HAROLD, Malvern Wells, Worcestes Mur 31 Peake & Uo, Bedfor! row 
FuRNEsSs, ALICE ANN, West Hartlepool Mar 0 Bell, West Hartlepool 
GARDNER, SARAH JANR, Bristol, THOMAS JAMES GARDNER, Bristol, Too! Manufacturer 
Marl Salisbury & Co, Bristol 
GARNETT, MARGARET, Garston, Liverpool Mar 21 
GOILLHAM, RicHakp, The Greve, Camberwel!, Dairyman 
GILBERT, Tarorai.us Bensamin, Croydon rd, Anerley 
Wai lbrook 
GorpDON, Jesstz, Bath Mar 15 
HAAS, CHARLES AUGUSTUS MENO, 
Dennis & Co, Lincoln's inn flells 
Haros, Ewma AvoustTa, Albany st, 
ferd row 
HALL, WiLtiaM Leownarp, Birmingham 
HAYLES, HARRIET, Portamouth Mar 20 
HARRISON, EMMA MASON, Spilsby, Lincs 
Haw, WiLutaM, Clifton, Yorks Mar 1 


Lattey & 


on, Stam 


Maré ‘Ciuscotte & Co, Essex st, Strand 
Portsmouth 
Hill Mar 24 Roscoe & Hincks, Chris- 
», Old Till, Staffs 


Nicoblas In 


Husband & Son, Liverpool 
Mar 24 James & James, Ely pl 
Mar 31 Rodgers & Co 


Coward & Co, Mincing In 
Ravenscourt Park mns, Hammersmith Mar li 


Regent's Park Mar 20 Leoni & Deards, Bed- 
Mar 31 P.itchard, Birmingham 

Damant & Sons, Cowes 

Mar3l Walker & Co, Spilsby 


Dixon, Leyburn, 80, Yorks 


Court PetJan 16 Ord 
WELsH, WILLIAM 


Great Grimsby 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazett rvuespay, Feb, 2 


RECEIVING ORDERS 


AUGUSTt JOHN 
Nottingham Pet 


Nottingham FIRST 


WENTWORTH 
Fe, 16 (id 


Mavager 


CROKE, 
Theatrical 
Feb 15 

DICKERSON, CAMPBELI 
Hveertr, Charch rd 
Pet Feb i6 Ord Feb lt 

DIXON, SAMUBL, Ambleside 
Ord Feb 1¢ 

EALEY, ALFRED (CHARLES, Canton 
Traveller Cardiff Pet Febis 0 

Erskine, D V 8, Charierhouse st 
June 30, 1914 Ord Feb 16 

Hoyix, WILFRED, Bury, Lancs 
Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

JACKSON, THOMAS ABSALOM, Adam s6t, 
Court Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

Roacu, Joux Jaues, Derby, Naval Overseer 
Feb 14 Ord Febl4 

ROBERTS, CONSTANCE MARY, Shirley, 
ham PetJan2i Ord Feb15 

Ropsox. Josern West Cornforth, 
Durham Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 

SAUNDERS «& Co, Canterbury 
fet Feb l Ord Feb! 


Huaeertt, Church rd 
BoyD Bankruptcy bidgs, 


p, Wembley Park, and Joszrn 
Leyton, Merchants 


High Cou. t 
grapher Fel 27 at 2 
Erskine, D V 8, C 
ruptcy bl igs, Carey st 


Carter Kendal Pet F b 16 


CarJilf, Commercial 
{Pub 1S 
High Court Pet 


Rec, 30, Lichfield st, W 
Mar 2 at 12 
MICKLEY COLLIERY Co 
tors Feb 28 at 1Z 


Bolton Pet 


Draper 


Adelphi High 


Derby Pet LOACH, JOHN 


RopERTS 
Crypt chmbrs, Chester 


Warwick Birm.ng 


Durham, Fru teret 
18 at 2.30 

tuilders Canterbury 
OR Rec 


W AYBURN, EDWARD CLAUDIUS, Savoy Hotel, strand 


H&RBERT 
Pet Feb 16 


MEETINGS. 

DICKESON, CAMPBELL Boyp, Wembley Park, and JosEPHu 
Leytou, Merchants 
Carey st 

DOWNEY, ARTHUR JAMES Hor, Bourne End, Bucks, Pho‘o- 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
vart rhouse st 


HEWINES, JOHN EDWARD, Walsall), Baker 


PEETE, JAMES, St Helens, Lancs, Miner 

Ree, Union Marine bldgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 
JAMES, Derby, 
12.30 Off Rec, 12, St Peter's church yd, Derby 
EDWARD, Bagtllt, Flint, Lapourer 


Rosson, Josepu, West Cornforth Durham, Fruiterer 
uff Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Ross, JosgpH, Morley, Yorks, Cloth Fuller 
Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 


—————=—= 

HeTLeY, MARY ANNE, Norbury Lodge, Upper Norwool Mar 20 Burgess & Co, Suffolk 
House, Laurence Pountney hill 

HEXTALL, JOHN, Calgary, Alberta, Can da, Financial Agent 
Cuvrantee Co, Ltd, Calgary, Alberta, Canata 

HopsMAN, Georer, York, Quarry Ownsr April 2 Hodsmam, York 

HOLDEN, LEONARD NEILL, Southport, Lancs Mar 31 Lynde & Branthwaite, Map. 
chester 

Hosey, HENRY MILDMAY, 
Pountney hill 

J&NNER, WILLIAM, Eastbourne Mar 31 Ruston & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

KERSHAW, WILLIAM Henry, Aintree, nr Liverp:ol, Merchant Mar 16 Tyrer & c 
Liv-rpool : 

Kruse, Georee James, Vange, Essex Mar 16 

LASCELLES, CHARLOTTE CONSTANCE, Clacton on Sea 
Chancery In 

LOWLES, Joun Isaac, Egham, Surrey, Wax M swufactursr 


church st 
Locy, ELIZABERH ANN, Clevedo:, Somerset Mar 15 Day & Wright, Bristol 
Hole & Co, Bi .eford, Devon 


LYNCH, JOSEPH, MARY, Lancing, Sussex M r 31 
MACKENZIE, WILLIAM, Natley ter, Hamp iteal Mar3t Durrant & Co, Banke imbrs, 
Gracechurch st 
MEARS, GEORGE ALFRED 
Town rd 
MULBERRY, JOHN, 
Herts 
LENNIE, WILLIAM JON, Seymour st, Tailor Mar 2 Bocher, Bed ord row 
Ropes, Epitu, Bradford Mar9 Neil! & Dawson Bradforu 
KICHARDSON, FREDERICK, Johanoesburg, Scu*h Africa, Miner 
Huddersfield 
SHERWOOD, NATHANIRL N&EWMAN, Kelvedon, Ks.ex, Seed Me-chant 
Co, Rood In 
SHUTTLEWORTH, WALLACE, Southport, Li s Mirl3 Brown & Co, Southport 
STOKES, WALTER, Worcester April9 Bickley & Lynex, Birmingham 
'HOMAS, BERTHA, Seaforth, Liverpool Marl® Hannay & H nnav, South Shields 
HOMSON, GORGE, Sydney av, Bowes Park Mur 28 Pearce & Nicholls, Clement's inn 
Strand ; 
PEXTON, WILLIAM, West Riding, York, F.rmer Mur 31 Maw & Reiman, Hul 
Propy, MARY HAMPDEN, Weymouth Mar3!l Dunning & Co, Devon 
VicKERS, ANN, Sheffield Mar25 Smith & Co, Sheffieli 
VIVIAN, MARGARRT, Bournemouth Mar 31 Janson & Co, Colleze hill 
WALLACE, ROBERT ALEXANDER, Addison gdns, Holland ri Mar 15 
Mincing In 
W ALsa, Jonn, Swansea, Scrap Iron Merchant 
WARD, ZIBA ARMITAGE, Northenden, Chester Apri! 3 Farrar & Co, M n-hester 
WIGZELL, JOSEPH, Sunderland, Marine Exgineer Mar 31 Storey & Sons, Sunderland 
WILcock, Joseru, Bolton,Mar 20 Kay & Holland, Darwen 
Woop, Emriy, Como ri, Forest Hill Mar 25 Marchant & Co, Bank bdg, Broadway, 
Deptford 
WILLIAMS, Sir ROLAND BOWDLER LOMAX VAUGHAN, Dork'ng, Surrey Maples 
& Co, Frederick's pl, Oid Jewry 


April 30 The raste and 


Pangbourne Mar 25 Evans & Co, Suffolk House, Laurence 


Beecroft, Leigh on Seca 
Mar 16 Beaumont & Co, 
Mar 31 


Burnie, Grace. 


Wilmot pl, Camdea Town April 8 Jennings Kentish 


Bassingbourn, Cambs Mar 31 Wortham & Co 


Royston, 


Mari17 Learoyd & Co, 


Mar3l Drake & 


Coward & Co, 


Mar 24 Davies & Co, Swansea 


Mar 2% 


High SAUNDERS, JouN VENUS, Canterbury, Builder Feb 9% at 
12 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

SHUTT, ARTHUR RICHARD, Walsall, Costings ( lerk 
at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton 

rHOMPSON, HENRY JO@N, Kycroft rd, Lewishain, Blind 
Maker Feb 27at1l York rd, Westminster Kridgen 

TOLSON. FREDDY, Bradford, Pork Butcher Feb 27 at i 
Off Rec, 12, Dake st, Bradford 

WALL, SAMUEL BENJAMIN, Long Eaton, Plumber Mar? 
atil Off Rec, 12, St Peter's church yd, Derby 

WALLIS, GeorGE, Ashford, Kent, Farmer Feb 28 at li 
Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

WAYBURN, EDWARD CLAUDIUS, Strand, London Feb @ 
at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

YATES, EDWIN, Taddington, Derby, Licensed Victualler 
Mar2at1l2 Off Rec, 12 -t Peter's church yd, Derby 


Feb 
Barton on Humber, 
Ord Feb16 


Clerk Mar? 


Mar 5 at 12 


Mar 1 at 1! Bank- 


Marlati2 O/f 


Iverham»ot n 


JACKSON, THOMAS \BSALOM, Adam st, Adelphi, Contractor 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Dronfield, Derby, Colliery Proprie- 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Nottingham 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


CROKE, WENTWORTH AUGUSTUS JoHN, Nottingham 

_—— Manager Nottingham PetFebi5 On 
eb 15 

DIXON, SAMUEL, Ambleside, Carter Kendal Pet Fb 
Ord Feb 16 

EALEY, ALFRED CHARLES, Canton, CarJiff, Commercia 
Traveller Cardiff Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Hepwiac, JosePH, Mancl.ester, Furrler Manchester Pet 
Oct 30 Ord Feb 15 

Hoye, WILFRED, Bury, Lancs, Draper Bolton Pet Feb 
17 Ord Feb 17 


Feb 27 atll Off 


Naval/Overseer Mar 2 at 
Feb 28 at 12 
Feb 


Feb 27 at 1! 





THE LICENSES INSURAN 








CE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MoOooRGATTE 


sSTrTREpT, LONMDonm, =z.o. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL 


LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licens.d Property, Settled by Counsel, will be :ent of 


application. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in sonnection with FIRE. CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOF 


PROSPECTUS. 








cm brs, 


Aentish 


yst on. 














